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DEAR SIR, 

1 Know no one to whom 
I can addrefs a letter on the fubjedt of the 
Cow-pox fo properly as to yourfelf; to whofe 
labours the public is fo much indebted for the 
great and important difcovery of its ufe and 
application. Ever fince I was fo fortunate as 
to be introduced to you at Cheltenham, fome 
time ago, I have frequently revolved in my 
mind your very interesting converfation on the 
fubjecl; and, I can truly fay, from that period 
I have never loft fight of it. 

The difeafe has been long known to dairy 
farmers in different parts of the kingdom, and 
particularly to many in my neighbourhood; 
but who could ever have imagined that this 
very ferious complaint, as it is well known 
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to be by thofe who have been affected with it 
in its original ftate, could ever have been em- 
ployed to ibften down, and one may fay anni- 
hilate one of the moft loathfome and alarming 
diforders, which afflict the human race; I 
mean the Small-pox? 

Great merit, I think, is due to thofe who 
firft fuggefted a remedy againft the virulence 
of the latter, and introduced inoculation for 
it; and we are particularly indebted to the re_ 
fpectable family of the Suttons, who quitting 
the ordinary path of practitioners, ventured 
to recommend and purfue the cool regimen. 
Many eminent Profeffors of Medicine in this 
country, had for many years part been con- 
vinced of its propriety, but had not refo- 
lution to quit the trammels of the fchools, 
and relinquifh habits, which education and 
prejudice unfortunately had rendered facred. 
Amongft the reft, occurs the name of our 
illuftrious Sydenham, who was fo convinced 
of the propriety of the cool regimen, and who 
felt fo fenfibly the oppofition he met with 
from the practitioners of his own time, that 
he thus pathetically exclaims, " However it is 
" I have ufed this method for my own chil- 
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dren, my deareft and nearest relations, and 
all others that have committed themfelves 
to my care; and if I am to be blamed for 
any thing, it is becaufe I have fometimes 
yielded to thofe of a contrary opinion, left 
I mould be counted morofe ; and for the 
confirmation of this, I appeal to my inti- 
mate acquaintance. And this is another 
unhappinefs, that fometimes alfo, when 
the ftanders by have contemned all I have 
propofed through the whole courfe of the 
difeafe, yet they have charged me with the 
death of the patient, though he was de- 
stroyed by that heat which the friends and 
nurfes promoted, and which I fo much 
inveighed againft; upon which account, by 
reafon of the infuperable prejudice of moft 
people, I have thought it well for me, if I 
were never called again to any that have 
the Small-pox." 



It is well known to all medical profeffors, 
that notwithstanding the above decided opi- 
nion of this great man, the fame abfurd 
practice was uninteruptedly purfued, even to 
our own times. How many, indeed, are there 
now living who not only remember, but have 
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perhaps experienced, from the obftinacy of 
nurfes, and the ill-judged fondnefs of parents, 
the lame warm treatment in that difeafe, which 
not only added to its conftitutional violence, 
but conliderablyincreafed its contagious effects. 

We are fortunate, however, in thefe latter 
times, to be able to verify the prophetic ex- 
clamation, of the above great phyiician, — 
" This is, indeed, the true method of curing 
" this fort of Small-pox, and which will 
f* prevail when I am dead, notwithstanding the 
" great prejudices men have taken againft it 
" by reafon of an erroneous opinion." Though 
the original virulence of this dreadful malady 
and its fatal effects have of late years been 
confiderably diminifhed by the modern practice 
of inoculation, it does not appear that its 
contagious influence has been much abated ; 
on the contrary, its univerfality has certainly 
been much extended. It has compelled every 
individual to fubmit to inoculation, notwith- 
standing conftitutional habits and family com- 
plaints, may have rendered its good effects 
precarious. Nay, how few parents are there 
who have not had many anxious moments 
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on account of the refult, notwithftanding 
they have employed the moil eminent in the 
profeffion and the cooleft mode of treatment. 

How neceffary it is likewife to chufe a fe- 
queftered fpot for its communication, detach- 
ed from places inhabited by the commonalty, 
who from prejudice, or difinclination, refufe 
to avail themfelves of the falubrious effe&s of 
this important difcovery ! What an expence 
has the government of the country incurred 
by inoculating the army alone, and how have 
the military contributed to fpread the difeafe, 
by communicating it to the inhabitants of the 
places they paffed through, as well as to thofe 
amongft whom they afterwards refided. 

What an abfence from duty was neceffary 
for the foldier, during its progrefs, and what 
a diminution of bodily ftrength, even under 
its moft favourable appearances ! What con- 
fiderable danger frequently arofe from the 
intemperance and mifconducT: of the patient ; 
and how many lives were often loft by their 
fatal confequences ! 

Let us now review the nature of the Cow- 

M 
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pox, and its effects. The diforder requires no 
previous or fubfequent regimen. No infection 
attends it ; the complaint is in general merely 
local; and no abfence from ordinary employ- 
ments, nor is any medicine neceflary. In a 
national and civil light, what an important dis- 
covery! Let us next confider, is it a prefer- 
vative againfl the Small-pox contagion? We 
are happy to know that men of the firft emi- 
nence at this time, not only in our own ifland, 
but in many other parts of the world, have 
decidedly proved it to be fo. Dr. Woodville, 
an eminent practitioner, and who is now phy- 
fician to the Small-pox and Inoculating Hof- 
pital at Pancras, concludes an ingenious 
pamphlet on the effects of the Cow and Small- 
pox, in the following remarkable words : — 
'J It has been afferted, that perfons have had 
" the Small-pox after having been affected 
" with the Cow-pox; and fome facts have 
'_' been publilhed with a view to fhew that 
'* inftances of this kind have actually hap- 
" pened. But all thefe, as far as I have feen, 
*.*■ have been very defective in not affording 
" fufficient proof that the affection fuppofed to 
" have been the Cow-pox, was in reality that 
*'. difeafe. " On the other hand, the inftances 
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" which have been brought forward to prove 
" that thofe who had undergone the genuine 
" Cow-pox, refitted the infection of the Small- 
" pox, are unquefKonably decifive, and fuf- 
" ficiently numerous to eftablifh the fact in 
" the moft fatisfactory manner. This cir- 
" cumftance then appears to be as much a 
" general law of the fyftem, as that a perfon 
" having had the Small-pox is thereby ren- 
" dered unfufceptible of receiving the difeafe 
" a fecond time. For of all the patients 
" whom I inoculated with variolous matter, 
" after they had paffed through the Cow-pox, 
" amounting to upwards of 400, none were 
" affected with the Small-pox ; and it may' 
" be remarked, that nearly a fourth part of 
" this number was fo llightly affected with 
" the Cow-pox, that it neither produced any 
" perceptible indifpofition or puftules." 

, To this very refpectable authority I will add 
the opinions on this fubject of Dr. Pearfon, 
an eminent London Phylician. He fays, in 
his flatement of the progrefs in the vaccine 
inoculation — ** Concerning the important 
" point of the certainty of the action of the 
f Cow-pox on the human constitution to pro- 
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•* duce unfufceptibility of taking fubfequently 
" the Small-pox, I can only fay at prefent, 
" that I have inoculated many fcores with 
** Small-pox matter after the vaccine difeafe, 
«« and never with the effect of exciting the 
" Small-pox ; though I have had accounts 
" fent to me, not of people taking the Small- 
" pox after the inoculated Cow-pox, but of 
" thefe taking the Small-pox after the Cow- 
*' pox in the cafual way. I have, indeed been 
" defired to fee even fome of my own patients, 
" who I was acquainted had taken the Small- 
" pox after the Cow-pox ; but thefe cafes 
" turned out to be either thofe in which the 
" Cow-pox had not in reality preceded, or 
" they were cafes of merely local affection 
" from the inoculated Small-pox. With re- 
" fpect to the facts of other practitioners, I 
*' fhall, at a future time, make fome remarks 
" on them to render their accounts confiftent 
" with thofe- of Dr. Jenner, Dr. Woodville, 
" and myfelf. In the mean time, I will not 
" allow that any perfon's evidence is on this 
f point much to be depended upon, unlefs 
11 he really knows what are the characters of 
" the Cow-pox puftule, and what are thofe 
" of the variolous, and fome other common 
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" eruptions. From the preceding general 
" refults, without entering into a more par- 
" ticular account, I think we may fafely con- 
" elude that the Cow-pox inoculation is at- 
" tended -with advantages fufficient to force 
" its way fpeedily into general practice, and 
" that, in courfe it will fupercede, and ulti- 
" mately extinguilh, the Small -pox ; but this 
f* conclufion is only made, provided no new 
" fads mail arife, adverfe to the experience 
" now pofleifed." 

With refpecl to foreign correfpondents, he 
adds — " The fenfation excited on the Conti- 
f nent by the vaccine inoculation has been 
" much more conliderable than even in our 
" own ifland ; as I learned firft from Dr. 
" Marcet, and fince, by a letter from Pefehier. 
" At Vienna, Dr. Ferro inoculated two of his 
" own children with vaccine matter, which 
" I tranfmitted ; and next, Dr. de Carro in- 
" oculated two of his own children. An ac- 
" curate journal of thefe two laft cafes was 
" kept by Dr. de Carro, which he has had 
" the complaifance to communicate to me 
" through the hands of Dr. Pefehier. The 
" above patients had the vaccine difeafe in 
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" the ufual mild way that they have had it 

" in England, and were inoculated fubfe- 

" quently for the Small-pox, but without 

" taking that difeafe." 

Your own very valuable differtations upon 
this complaint, and of its preventive powers 
againft the contagion of the Small-pox, ought 
to be fufficient, I apprehend, to convince 
every one that the Cow-pox and Small- 
pox are fynonymous terms. But fo fufpi- 
cious are men in general of the prejudices, 
which may arife in the moft candid and en- 
lightened mind in favour of any important 
difcoveries made by the publifher of them, 
that we are afraid in general to take almoft 
any thing upon truft, but what comes through 
the medium of others, who may appear to us 
to be lefs prejudiced, or lefs interefted therein; 
and where the well-being and often the life of 
man are ferioufly concerned, no precaution in 
reality can be too great. 

For this reafon, when I firft ferioufly entered 
upon this enquiry, I was determined to form 
my opinion ultimately on experiment alone. 
How much I have reafon now to be convinced 
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of the truth of what I had read and heard, the 
candid reader by a perufal of the annexed cafes 
and ftatements mufl determine. 

With refpedt to the origin of this diforder 
let the learned difpute. I think it of little or 
no confequence to the public. The caufes of 
bodily complaints in general, are very little 
known ; particularly of cutaneous ones. Who 
has ever yet difcovered from what fource 
either the Chicken or Swine-pox arifes ? — 
Sydenham fays with regard to the Small-pox, 
" I ingenuoufly acknowledge that by reafon 
" of a defect in the understanding which is 
" common to me and the reft of mankind, I 
" know not the effence of this difeafe." And 
I think the inhabitants of the Banks of the 
Nile would be much to blame, were they not 
to avail themielves of the fertilizing qualities 
of its waters, becaufe perhaps they are ignorant 
of the fources from whence they flow. Your 
own opinion appears to be, " that it originates 
" in the ichorous difcharge from fome local 
" difeafe of a horfe ; generally from greafy 
heels," which from my own enquiries, I have 
good reafon to believe. Manv, I know, difTent 
from this opinion; but no one I think has yet 
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produced any arguments to difprove it. Some 
laugh at the idea, and think that the tranfla- 
tion of a humour from the heels of a horfe 
to the teats of a cow, mult naturally produce 
a ludicrous complaint, which can have no 
analogy with the Small-pox ; and that the 
catalogue of diforders, which airlift: the human 
race is fufficient, without having recourfe to 
the brute creation for more. 

But let us no longer difpute about caufes, 
let us look principally to effects. Our great 
philofopher Dr. Franklin, in a treatife on 
electricity, fays, on a fimilar occaiion, " Nor 
" is it of much importance to us to know the 
" manner in which Nature executes her laws. 
" It is enough if we know the laws them- 
" felves." Would it not be abfurd in us to 
forego the wonderful and falutary relief pro- 
duced by electricity in many diforders our 
bodily frame is fubject to, becaufe we cannot 
in a fatisfactory manner explain what the elec- 
trical fluid is, or from whence it arifes? A 
variety of medicines are fold by empyrics in 
this country, whofe effects are wonderfully 
advantageous in many of our complaints. 
An eminent phyfician in my neighbourhood, 
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who is now no more, ufed wifely to fay upon 
that fubjeft, What fignifies their composition, 
if their effects anfwer our expectations? A 
philofopher in his chamber may be much 
amufed by theoretic difcuffions upon caufes, 
from the pen of an ingenious writer, but we 
ought to be always upon our guard againft any 
fuch difcuffions in matters of confequence, 
which are not fubfequently verified by experi- 
ment. This idea, I think, is ftrongly con- 
firmed by the opinion of Dr. Franklin, who 
in one of his papers on philofophical fubjedts, 
when writing to a friend, fays, with his ufual 
candour, " I own I have too ftrong a penchant 
" to the building of hypothefis ; they indulge 
" my natural indolence. I wifh 1 had more 
" of your patience and accuracy in making 
" obfervations, on which alone true philofophy 
" can be founded." 

How long has the world been amufed with 
the relations of the wonderful effects of animal 
magnetifm, and what fums of money have 
been expended by individuals to be initiated 
into its myfteries ! The unfortunate Louis the 
XVlth having heard very extraordinary re- 
ports of the fuccefs of the great profeifor of 
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it, Mr. Mefmer, then rending at Paris, defire'cJ 
Dr. Franklin, at that time Minister from the 
United States to his court, with two of his 
own phyficians, to examine the merits of it. 
They attended Mr. Mefmer through all his 
operations, and returned the following expref- 
five though laconic anfwer to his Majefty : — 
" That where there was no caufe, there 
" could be no effect." 

Though I was much pleafed with your own 
decided opinion and that of many able practi- 
tioners of the prefent time, that the genuine 
Cow-pox is a certain prefervative againft the 
contagion of the Small-pox ; yet, as I faid 
above, I was determined to afcertain the fact; 
and you will perceive that the Small-pox mat- 
ter has been ineffectually communicated to 
more than one half of our patients, who had 
been previoufly inoculated with the genuine 
Cow-pox, and recovered from that complaint. 

I fay the genuine, for without that neceffary 
precaution, practitioners may be led into the 
greatefl errors, from whence the moft alarm- 
ing confequences may enfue. One may as 
well pronounce, that individuals who have 
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had the Swine or the Chicken-pox, are fecure 
from the variolous infection, as to fuppofe 
that a perfon who has undergone the fpurious 
Cow-pox, is not afterwards fubject to the 
Small-pox contagion. 

You have accurately defcribed in two of 
your publications, in what the genuine and 
fpurious diforder confifts ; which I fhall here 
infert for the information of my readers. — 
" The true difeafe appears on the nipples of 
" the cows in form of irregular puftules. At 
f* their firft appearance they are commonly 
" of a palifh blue, or rather of a colour 
" fomewhat approaching to livid, and are 
" furrounded by an eryfipelatous inflamma- 
" tion. Thefe puftules, unlefs a timely re- 
" medy be applied, frequently degenerate into 
" phagedenic ulcers, which prove extremely 
*'. troublefome. The animals become indif- 
" pofed, and the fecretion of milk is much 
" leffened. Inflamed fpots now begin to 
" appear on different parts of the hands of 
<c the domeftics employed in milking, and 
" fometimes on the wrifts, which quickly 
" run on to fuppuration, firft affuming the 
" appearance of the fmall vefications produced 
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" by a burn. Moft commonly they appear 
" about the joints of the fingers and at their 
«' extremities; but whatever parts are af- 
" fected, if the fituation will admit, thefe 
" fuperficial fuppurations put on a circular 
" form, with their edges more elevated than 
" their centre, and of a colour diftantly ap- 
" proaching to blue. Abforption takes place, 
" and tumours appear in each axilla. The 
" fyftem becomes affected. The pulfe is 
" quickened; and fhiverings, with general 
" laffitude and pains about the loins and 
" limbs, with vomiting, come on. The head 
" is painful, and the patient is now and then 
" even affected with delirium. Thefe fymp- 
" toms, varying in their degrees of violence, 
" generally continue from one day to three 
" or four, leaving ulcerated fores about the 
" hands, which, from the fenfibility of the 
'* parts, are very troublefome, and commonly 
" heal flowly, frequently becoming phage- 
" denic, like thofe from whence they fprung. 
" Lips, noftrils, eye-lids, and other parts of 
" the body, are fometimes affedted with fores, 
" but thefe evidently arife from their being 
*t needleflly rubbed or fcratched with the 
" patient's infedled fingers. No eruptions 
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** on the fkin have followed the decline of 
" the feverifh fymptoms in any inftance that 
" has come under my infpedtion, one only 
" excepted, and in this cafe a very few ap- 
" peared on the arms; they were very minute, 
" of a vivid red colour, and foon died away 
" without advancing to maturation; fo that I 
" cannot determine whether they had any 
" connection with the preceding fymptoms." 

With regard to the fpurious fort, you fay, 

I ft. *' That arifing from puftules on the 
11 nipples or udder of the cow, which puf- 
" tules contain no fpecific virus. 

2dly. " From matter, (although originally 
" poffefiing the fpecific virus) which has fuf- 
" fered a decompofition, either from putre- 
" fadlion or from any other caufe lefs obvious 
*' to the' fenfes. 

3dly. " From matter taken from an ulcer 
*' in an advanced ftage, which ulcer arofe 
*' from a true Cow-pock. 

4thly. " From matter produced on the 
" human fkin from contacl with fome pecu- 
" liar morbid matter generated by a horfe." 

B 2 
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You add in another place, " The mod: 
" perfect criterion by which the judgment 
" may be guided, is perhaps that adopted by 
" thofe who attend infected cattle. Thefe 
" white blifters on the nipples, they fay, 
" never eat into the flemy parts like thofe 
" which are commonly of a bluifh caft, and 
" which conftitute the true Cow-pox, but 
" that they affect the ikin only, quickly end 
" in fcabs, and are not nearly fo infectious." 

Many have afferted, that the Cow-pox is 
no fafeguard againft the contagion of the 
Small-pox ; and many refpecftable names ap- 
pear in publications to fandtion this opinion. 
That the fpurious Cow-pox affords no fe- 
curity againft it, I readily grant. Nor will 
the Swine or Chicken-pox previoufly received, 
prevent the Small-pox contagion. That the 
genuine Cow-pox is a certain prefervative 
againft the Small- pox, I flatter myfelf, the 
following cafes will fufficiently prove. They 
are felected from many I could bring of per- 
fons, who having previoufly had the Cow- 
pox, have never been able to receive the in- 
fection of the virus from the Small-pox, 
though inferted a coniiderable time after, and 
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at different periods. Thefe cafes are well 
known to practitioners and inoculators in this 
neighbourhood, and I have received moll of 
them from the parties themfelves. 



FIRST CASE. 

Jeoffry T red well, a reputable farmer, and 
a tenant of mine, about fourteen years ago 
had the Cow-pox in the farm he then occu- 
pied, at Cheflerton, in this neighbourhood. 
His brother, William Tredwell, being em- 
ployed conftantly in milking the cows, was 
iafected with the Cow-pox, and had the dif- 
eafe feverely in his hands and fingers. Jeoffry 
not being engaged fo much in milking as his 
brother, did not receive the infection. About 
three years after, thefe two brothers were 
inoculated with variolous matter, by Mr. 
Lifter, of Charlbury, an eminent practitioner, 
at a houfe appropriated for that purpofe. 
William Tredwell, who had undergone the. 
Cow-pox, could not receive the infection, 
though he was inoculated feveral times, and 
remained in the houfe with the other patients. 
Jeoffry, who had not been infected with it, 
had a very full Small-pox eruption. 

B 3 
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SECOND CASE. 

Alban Collingridge had the Cow-pox about 
five or fix and twenty years ago, at his father's 
farm, at Poodle, which affected his fingers 
in a violent degree. About four years after, 
he was three times inoculated for the Small- 
pox, by Mr. Lifter, without effect. Two of 
his brothers, who had never had the Cow- 
pox, received the variolous infection. He 
flept with them in order to take it, but no 
confequence enfued. He has frequently fince 
been expofed to its contagion, and has very 
lately inoculated his children with the Small- 
pox, without being in any fhape infected with 
it himfelf. 



THIRD CASE. 

Mr. Stevens, a reputable farmer of Eaffc 

Claydon, in the county of Bucks, had the 

Cow-pox on his farm, in the year 1764. — 

He himfelf was infected with it by milking 

the cows. About four years after, he was 

inoculated with variolous matter, but with- 
out effect. About the year 1791 his family 

were inoculated with the reft of the parifh 
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for the Small-pox, with which they were all 
infected, but he was not, though he attended 
them the whole time. This cafe mufl appear 
decifive with regard to the fecurity the Cow- 
pox matter affords againft the variolous infec- 
tion, as there was a fpace of twenty-feven 
years between his having received the diforder 
from his cows, and his attending his family 
in the inoculated Small-pox ; and an interval 
of four years between the time he had the 
Cow-pox, and his being himfelf inoculated 
with the Small-pox without effect. 



FOURTH CASE. 

Jane Grey, of St. Aldate's, in the Univer- 
fity of Oxford, and now wife to one of the 
fervants at Corpus Chrifti College, received 
the infection of the Cow-pox by milking at 
a farm, at Bletchington, in that county, about 
twenty-five years ago. Eight or nine years 
after that period, fhe nurfed and flept with 
one of her children, who had the Small-pox 
in the natural way ; but no ill confequences 
enfued. She has fince had the Small-pox 
twice in her family, and was each time fully 

b 4 
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expofed to the contagious effluvia, but refifted 
its infection. This perfon was never inocu- 
lated for the Small-pox, and was much afto- 
nifhed to find that fhe could not receive it by 
contagion j for at this time fhe was totally 
ignorant of the preventive powers of the 
Cow-pox. 



FIFTH CASE. 

Thomas Slatter, now butler to Sir Digby 
Mackworth, Baronet, in Oxford, had the 
Cow-pox when he was eighteen years of age, 
in confequence of milking infected cows. — 
At the age of twenty-four he went to the 
Inoculating Hofpital, at Pancras, to be ino- 
culated for the Small-pox. The variolous 
matter was inferted twice, at the interval of 
a fortnight between each time, without effect. 
About fixteen years after, he attended his own 
children during inoculation, without receiving 
any infection. He is now thoroughly con- 
vinced that he is fecure from all danger of 
catching it, though he is equally certain that 
he has never had any complaint of the fort 
except the Cow-pox. 
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SIXTH CASE. 

Mr. Henry Collingridge, of Godington, a 
reputable farmer, and a tenant of mine, re- 
ceived the Cow-pox infection by milking, 
when he was fourteen or fifteen years of age. 
Ten years after, he was three times inoculated 
for the Small-pox, without effect. After an 
interval of ten years more, he inoculated two 
of his children at his own houfe ; and again, 
after a lapfe of feveral years, he inoculated 
another child. But though fully and fre- 
quently expofed to the contagion, he was not 
in any degree affected by it. 



SEVENTH CASE. 

The following circumftances will ferve to 
prove that the infection of the Small-pox, 
previoufly received, prevents the contagion 
of the Cow-pox : — 

Mr. Hill, a confiderable farmer, of North 
Afton, in the county of Oxford, had the 
Cow-pox in his farm, in the year 1796. — 
Having a large dairy, many of his cows were 
infected with it. The diforder was commu- 
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nicated univerfally to the fervants who were 
employed in milking. Mr. Hill's three fons 
conftantly milked with the reft during the 
time, but neither of them were in any fhape 
affected with it. They had all three been 
previoully inoculated with the Small-pox. 



EIGHTH CASE. 

Mr. Charles Collingridge, of Somerton, in 
this neighbourhood, who has fuccefsfully ino- 
culated between two and three hundred with 
the Cow-pox, lately inoculated five patients 
who had previoully had the Small-pox ; two 
of them in the natural way, and three by 
inoculation. He, at the fame time, and from 
the fame arm, inoculated ten others with the 
Cow-pox, nine of whom received the infec- 
tion. The arms of the five who had had the 
Small pox appeared at firft rather inflamed, 
but the inflammation on the punctured part 
foon fubfided, and left no marks of infection. 

I apprehend, that the mod prejudiced and 
fceptical reader muft allow from a perufal of 
the above cafes, that the genuine Cow-pox is 
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a certain prefervative againft the Small-pox, 
though inferted at very diftant periods. 

But as my object, during the courfe of this 
enquiry, has been principally to produce facts 
that come within my own knowledge, inftead 
of arguments and proofs, however irrefiftible, 
that have come from others j in confequence 
of various experiments lately made under my 
own eyes, I am now juftly entitled to call 
your's a truly valuable difcovery ; I mean the 
inoculation of the Cow-pox in order to pre- 
vent the contagious effects of the Small-pox. 
But not being a profeffional man, and confe- 
quently not equal to purfue this inveftigation 
with full fatisfaction to myfelf; and having 
belides many country avocations, I found it 
neceffary to apply to fome one, who was com- 
petent to the undertaking. To yourfelf, in 
particular, upon this occafion, I feel myfelf 
much indebted, for having recommended to 
me your nephew, the Rev. Mr. Jenner, to 
whofe medical knowledge and fkill in the 
treatment of this diforder, I owe principally 
the fuccefs of my experiments. For he not 
only took the trouble of inoculating all our 
patients with the Cow-pox, but likewife of 
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attending them during its progrefs ; and, as 
I was determined to have the matter from its 
true fource, I mean from yourfelf, he was fo 
good as to bring it with him from Berkeley 
to my houfe. 

I am happy likewife, upon this occafion, 
tc be able to fay, that my experiments have 
been made with the mod liberal concurrence, 
and under the infpection of many of the moft 
refpeclable and learned profeffors of the Uni-; 
verfity of Oxford, and the moft noted practi- 
tioners of its environs, whofe names will 
appear in the annexed account ; and who, 
from motives of humanity, and principles 
truly patriotic, have been fo kino" as to give 
up much of their time and attention to this 
very interefting fubjecT. 

Amongft the reft, I feel myfelf particularly 
indebted to Dr. Wall, of diftinguifhed pro- 
feffional abilities, and Clinical Profeffor in 
that Univerfity ; to Sir Chriftopher Pegge, 
the Public Reader in Anatomy there ; to Dr. 
Williams, the Regius Profeffor of Botany j 
who have not only encouraged me in this 
undertaking, but have been witneffes of its 
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falubrious effedts. 1 feel myfelf likewife under 
particular obligations to Mr. Grofvenor, a 
very eminent furgeon there ; who has been fo 
kind as to inoculate fome of our patients 
afterwards with variolous matter, and to give 
up much of his time to the infpection of them 
after their inoculation. I am happy in having 
this opportunity of acknowledging likewife 
my obligations to Me firs. Davis, furgeons of 
eminence at Bicefter ; to Mr. Braine, furgeon, 
of the fame place; to Mr. Olley, of known 
profcffional {kill, at Brackley ; and to Mr. 
Watfon, furgeon, at Aynho ; who have been 
fo good as to inoculate, with variolous matter, 
the patients Mr. Jenner had previouily inocu- 
lated here with the Cow-pox. 

During the courfe of thefe experiments, 
upon fo coniiderable a number of different 
fubjecls of all ages, from eleven days to 
feventy-five years, no puftule appeared on any 
of them, but on the inoculated part, except 
in two inftances ; a fingle puftule on the fore- 
head of one, and one upon the arm of ano- 
ther. No ficknefs of any confequence enfued, 
nor any lofs of time from ordinary avocations. 
The diforder was not communicated by con- 
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tagion to any who refufed to fubmit to its 
inoculation. The fymptoms which generally- 
occurred, were, a pain in the axilla, or in the 
head, fometimes in both; but no naufea, or 
one may fay, any other conftitutional illnefs. 
Indeed, fome of them were entirely free from 
all the above complaints. An efflorefcence 
generally appeared about the pundtured part, 
and fometimes extended, though without pain, 
down the fore-arm, and up to the moulder. 
But this happened very feldom. No medicine 
of any fort was adminiftered, nor had any of 
them any inflammation on their arms, that 
could create any uneafinefs. 
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NAMES OF PERSONS 



WHO WERE 



INOCULATED WITH THE COW-POX. 



Thofe that have an Afterifk before them have Gnce been inoculated with variolous 
matter, by different profeflional men in the neighbourhood. 







A.GE. 




Years, 


Months 


* Jofeph Jervice, — 


29 


O 


* Thomas Scott, — 


60 





* Robert Ditto, — 


20 


O 


* William Rowe, — — 


3i 





Sarah Winteringham, — 


12 


O 


* Jofeph Ditto, — — 


11 


O 


• William Ditto, — 


s 


O 


• Anne Ditto, — — 


4 


O 


• Elizabeth Ditto, — 


3 


O 


* Mary Ditto, — — 


1 5 


O 


* Sophia French, — 


7 


O 


Mary Richards, — 


21 


O 


• John Heath, — 


26 


O 


* Jofeph Ditto, — — 


S 


6 


* John Ditto, — — 


3 





* Elizabeth Ditto, — 





9 


* John Palmer — — 


13 





* Henry Scott, — 


26 





* John Kilby, — 


7 





* James Franklin, — 


'4 






. Frilivell, 
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AGE. 


s 






Years. 


Months. 




* Thomas Eutler, 


— 


I 2 


O 




* Lionel Butler, 


— 


8 


O 




Thomas Bonner, 


— 


10 


O 




* Hannah Hern, 


— 


ii 







* Elizabeth Ditto, 


— 


9 







Mary Ditto, — 


— 


7 







Sarah Ditto, 


— 


4 







Anne Ditto, — 


— 


'4 







* Martha Butler, 


— 


6 


6 




* Sufennah Ditto, 


— 


14 







* Hannah Ditto, 


— 


10 







* Anne Kilby, 


— 


12 







* Elizabeth Tebby, 


— 


»7 







* Ritte Ditto, 


— 


1 1 







* Mary Svvorder, 


— 


5° 







* Maiy Scott, — 


— 


24 





► Fritiuell. - 


* Sarah Ditto, 


— 


17 







• Elizabeth Ditto, 


— 


'5 







Thomas Ditto, 


— 


20 


e 




• John Bourton, 


— 


18 







Margaret Bayles, 


— 


J 7 







* Catharine Rowe, 


— 


31 







* John Johnfon, 


— 


5° 







* James Ditto, — 


— 


30 







* John Ditto, 


— 


21 







* John Ditto, — 


— 





9 




* Jane Ditto, — 


— 


21 







* Catharine Franklin 


— 


5 







Mary Wilfon, 


— 


8 







Hannah Jervice, 


— 


iz 







* Mary Newport, 


— 


12 
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AGE. 




Yean. 


Months. 


Jane Newport, — — 


7 


O 


Anne Ditto, — — 


4 


O 


Charles Frederick Ditto — 


- I 


O 


Anne Jervice, — — 





4 


Anne Webb, — 


'5 





Anne Winteringham, — 


47 





Anne French, — 


66 





Mary Kirby, — — 


18 





Catharine Ditto, — 


13 





Hannah Ditto, — 


7 





Alexander Ditto, — 


5 





Jeremiah Ditto, — 


*3 





Thomas Kirby, — 


*S 





John Ditto, — 


10 





Edward Ditto, — 


8 





Anne Golder, — 


63 





William Banes, — 


75 





Edward Bourton, — 


'* 





John Butler, — 


24 





Henry Bourton, — 


12 





Jofeph Johnfon — 


36 





John Bulby, — 


2 7 





John Bourton, — 


20 





Mary Johnfon, — 


2 





Mary Hartftiorn, — 


SS 





Anne Johnfon, — 


4 





Garner Wife, — 


H 





Hannah Abraham, — 


26 





Edward Hern, — 


'3 


e 


Elizabeth Hopcroft, , 


16 





James Kirby, — 


21 






- Fritiucll. 
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AGE. 






Years. 


Months 


William Bayles, 


— 


10 


O 


Elizabeth Hearn, 


— 


10 


O 


Elizabeth Terril, 


— 


'5 





Sarah Wife, — 


— 


10 


O 


Martha Ditto, 




S 


O 


Catharine Ditto, 


— 


7 


O 


Francis Alarbarton, 


— 


46 





William Harrop, 


— 


29 





Richard Gray, 


— 


20 





Mary Spires, — 


— 


63 





Pamela Hawkins 


— 


'3 





Thomas Cox, 


— 


** 





Robert Ditto, 


— 


I I 





Thomas Hovvfe, 


— 


2 5 





John Flowers, 


— 


35 





William Spatcher, 


— 


*$ 





James Bignell, 


— 


'3 





Ann Blencowe 


— 


8 





Elizabeth Pollard 


— 


26 





William Ditto, 


— 


2 





William Hovvfe, 


,,, , 


6 3 





John Ditto, 


— 


9 


6 


Mary Ditto, 


— 


£<=> 





William Platford, 


— 


2 3 





John Ditto, 


— 


«4 





' Charles Taylor, 


— 


12 





' Anne Wearing, 


— 


54 





' Anne Gibbs, 


— 


13 





William Roufe, 


— 


2 9 





James Heydon, 


— 


H 






*Frit<well. 



yCroivton. 



>Hethe. 
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AGE. 

Years. Months. 



James Pollard, 
Samuel Ditto, 
Mary Weftley, 

* John Bofwell, 

* Jane Bofwell, - 
» Thomas WagftarF, 

Catharine Ditto, 

* Francis Wearing, 

* Hannah Heyden, 
Richard Cleyden, 
Sarah Ditto, 

* Joannah Pollard, 

* Sarah Heyden, — 
Anne Harwood, 
Alice Ditto, — 
William Pollard, 
George Bofwell, 

* Heiter Pollard, 
» Heiter Ditto, 

* James Ditto, 

* Anne Bofwell, 

* Jane Heyden, 

* Mary Wagttaff, 

* Sophia Heyden, 

* Elizabeth Pollard, 

* Jofeph Ditto, 
John James, 

* Hannah Pollard, 

* Elizabeth Ditto, 
Elizabeth Auftin, 
John Ditto, — ■ 

* Jofeph Bofwell, 



54 
14 

20 

6 

22 

6 

'3 
64 
10 

S 
7 
1 

1 1 

2 

*9 
29 

1 1 

4 

57 

2 

46 

4 

AS 
1 

26 
o 
8 

3' 
o 

Si 

3 

Si 



o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 
o 



o 

6 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

6 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 



yHcihe 



1 weeks. 



1 1 days. 
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&GE. 








run. 


Mcnibs. 




Richard Judd, 


— 


O 


9 




Thomas Ditto, 


— 


3 


6 




John Ditto, 




2 $ 







William Ditto, 


— 


*7 







* Henry Ruffell, 


— 


8 







* Francis Dagley, 


— 


10 







* James Ditto, 


— 


6 







Anne Heyward, 


— 


3 







Martha Pitto, 


— 


S 







Mary James, 


— 


IO 







Elizabeth Ditto, 


— 


7 





>Htlhe. 


Thomas Ditto, 


— 


2 


6 




Martha Mofs, 


— 


H 







Arie Ditto, 


— 


2 


6 




William Ditto, 


— 


O 


9 




Anne Judd, — 


— 


2 S 







Catharine Tame, 


— 


»4 







Hannah Dagley, 


— 


4 







Jane Ditto, — 


— 


2 







Alexander Gillet, 


— 


4 


6 




* William Hayden, 


— 


H 







* Mr. Mellier, 





S° 


■ 


V / i/Jmore. 


* Elizabeth Kirby, 


— 


29 





* Mary Potter, 


— 


20 





S.irah Mansfield, 


— 


3* 


' 


1 


Sarah Ditto, 


— 


5 


6 


| 


Elizabeth Rhodes, 


— 


16 





YFrlrrgfard. 


Mary Ditto, — 


— 


12 







Martha Ditto, 


— 


8 


: 


1 
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Sanh Jones, 
Jane Ditto, — 
An ie Ditto, — 
E njamin Haynes, 
John Harris, 
George Di.to, 
Thomas Watts, 
Anne Harris, 
Elizabeth Griffin, 
Martha Rhodes, 
William Ditto, 
Elizabeth Bufby, 
Jemima Ditto, 



Hannah Harwell, 
Anne Weftley, 
William Hogers, 
John Wiliby, 
Eleanor Hogers, 
Mary Wilfby, 
Anne Ditto, 
Elizabeth Ditto, 
Sarah Ditto, 
Sarah Ditto, 
Phce ie Sumner, 
Elizabeth Phillips, 
James Ditto, 
John Ditto, 
William Ditto, 



AGE. 


Years, 


Months 


47 


O 


9 





5 





20 





15 





10 





'S 





!3 





14 





36 





I 


6 


19 





10 





13 





43 





68 





60 





66 





12 





10 





8 





45 





2 





11 





7 





S 





40 





'4 






\Fringford. 



> Stoke. 
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AGE. 

Yean. Months 


William Wife, — 


14 





Mary Ditto, — 


12 





Charles Ditto, -— 


6 





Helen Ditto, — 


2 





Edmund Collingridge, — 


55 





Thomas Ditto, — 


17 





Catharine Hatwell, — 


24 





Mary Ditto, — 


1 





Martha Waring, — 


47 





Catharine Ditto, — 


H 





Elizabeth Ditto, — 


12 





Lucy Ditto, — 


9 





Henry Ditto, — 


3 


6 


Jane Bedford, — 


56 





1 homas Bedford, — 


56 





John Ditto, — 


12 





Elizabeth Guliman, — 


18 





John Wright, — 


3° 





Tofeph Watts, — 


20 





Richard Collingridge, — 


47 





Edmund Ditto, — 


14 





John Wife, — 


16 





Anne Jacobs, — 


3 1 





Robert Ditto, — 


2 


6 


Sarah Watts, — 


67 





Anne Wright, — 


2 


6 


Robert Grant, — 


53 





Charles Collingridge, — 


14 





Mary Hartin, — 


12 





James Collingridge, — 


12 





James Grant, — 


26 





Anne Collingridge, — 


54 






yHardiuich. 
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AGE. 








Months. 


Years. 




Elenor Tew, — 


I 


6 * 




Terefia Ditto, — 


8 







William Ditto, — 


S 


o 




Mary Ditto, — 


IO 


6 




James Ditto, — 


9 


o 




Sophia Ditto, — 


ii 







Hannah Ditto, — 


7 







Anne Ditto, — 


4 







Elizabeth Ditto, — 


i 


3 


>Godington. 


Hannah Sears, — 


12 


o 




Thomas Turner, — 


*& 


o 




Mary Ditto, — 


I 


3 




Thomas Ditto, — 





6 




Mary Ward, — 


JO 







Sarah Ditto, — 


18 


o 




Thomas Hitchcox, — 


9 


o 




Edward Kirby, — 


$2 


° J 




George Williams, — 


18 


- 




William Ditto, — 


'4 







Sufannah Ditto, — 


«4 





)■ Middle ton Staney 


John Ditto, — 


1 1 


o 




Charles Ditto, — 


9 


o _ 




Richard Thornton, — > 


IO 


° 1 




• Rachael Hounflow, — 


2 5 


° 


>Charltan\ 


* Sufannah Wyatt, — 


20 


J 
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AGI 


• 






Yutru 


Montbs. 


John Sabin, — 


18 


O 




John Smith, — 


9 


O 




Elizabeth Price, — 


3' 


O 




Catharine Ditto, — 


J 7 


O 




Mary Ditto, — 


2 3 


O 




Elizabeth Tredwell, — 


28 


O 




Mary Anne Ditto, — 


9 


O 




John Clark Ditto, — 


s 


O 




William Ditto, — 


4 


O 




Sarah Ditto, — 





6 




Mary Johnfon 


t 


16 







Mary Harpwo 


od, — 


4 


6 




Charlotte Ditl 


°, — 


3 







Hellen Ditto, 


— 


1 


3 




Francis Smith 


I ~" "! 


13 





Cotthforl and 


Mary Judd, 


— 


18 





► Jumper Hill, 


Elizabeth Smith, — 


n 







John Price, — 


11 







Elizabeth Collet, — 


10 







Martha Barton, — 


13 







William Price, 


is 







John Barton, — 


44 







Thomas Mofs, 


2 5 







John Ditto, 


24 







Henry Price, 


l 3 







Edward Harpwood, 


- 33 







Ifaac Judd, 


2 3 







John Price, ■ 


30 







Elizabeth Judd, 


53 







Mary Sabin, 





16 
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A6I 








ITears. 


Months. 




* Jane Ping, — — 


J S 






* John Ditto, — — • 


9 







* George Sabin, 


13 







* William Ditto, 


56 







* Elizabeth Farren, 


30 


O 




* William Ditto, 


11 


O 




* Francis Ditto, — — 


9 







* John Ditto, 





6 




* Bartholomew Price, 

Anne Mofs, 


69 

20 






Cotisford and 
► Junior Hill. 


William Fox, 


1 


2 




Hannah Ditto, — — 


29 







John Fox, i 


6 







Elizabeth Ditto, 


3 







Anne Mofs, ■ 


59 







* Harriot White, 


1 


3 




* Sufannah Ring, 


45 







* Mary Laurence, 


30 


. 




George Neale, 


55 







John Ditto, ■ 


60 







Elizabeth Golby, 


3+ 





"Mixiury. 


William Haydon, 


H 







Thomas Ruffell, ■ 


3 9 







Jofeph Parifh, 


9 





) 


Elizabeth Ditto, 

Thomas Ditto, 


16 

IZ 






> Knights HouJ 


Samuel Ditto, 


8 


O 


) 



* Anne Coleman, 

* Anne Hunt, 

* Mary Ditto, 

* Sarah Ditto, 

* Sarah Kaye, 
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AGE. 

Years. Months. 



l6 

7 

4 

2 

23 



o 
o 
6 
6 



Pimlico, 



* Richard Smith, 
Arefpia Baker, 



2 4 
21 



o 
o 



> Sould, 



Idem. 



John Watts, 
William Eeeley, 
Henry Burton, 
James Seckle, 



23 

2 3 
! 9 



*.Ayuho 



With Cow-pox in all 326 

With Small-pox afterwards 173 
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I muft now ftrongly recommend to practi- 
tioners, to be well afiured by ocular evidence, 
that their inoculated patients have received 
the Cow-pox infection. As the fluid is of a 
much milder nature than the variolous, it 
will often be neceflary to infert it more than 
once. I have frequently feen it applied three 
or four times, and in fome habits even then 
without effecT. I once faw it inferted fix 
times, but no infection was produced. If 
particular attention be not paid to this cir- 
cumftance, patients may lull themfelves into 
an ill- grounded fecurity of being for ever proof 
againft the Small-pox contagion, whereas in 
reality they have never had the Cow-pox. I 
have in confequence, ftruck off many names 
from our original lift of fuch as were inocu- 
lated here, becaufe we never had an oppor- 
tunity of feeing them again. Some lived too 
far off, and others were perhaps too indolent 
to return. I have, however, good reafon to 
believe, that every individual in the printed 
lift of names, received the Cow-pox ; and, as 
a proof, many were afterwards indifcriminately 
inoculated with variolous matter, though they 
never in any fhape felt its influence. 
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A farmer in my neighbourhood, who pre- 
tended to be an inoculator for the Cow-pox, 
inoculated two of Mr. Jenner's patients, who 
had never received the Cow-pox from him, 
and who were returning to be inoculated a 
fecond time. He likewife failed in his at- 
tempt to give them the Cow-pox. In confe- 
quence, they afterwards received the variolous 
infection, which was communicated to them 
inadvertently, on their affertions of having had 
the diforder. Fortunately for the inhabi- 
tants of the village, a confiderable part of 
them had been inoculated by Mr. Jenner, with 
the vaccine complaint. They confequently 
refifted the variolous contagion. Five chil- 
dren belonging to one of thefe men, had pre- 
vioufly received the Cow-pox infection, and 
had likewife been inoculated with variolous 
matter, without effect. They lived under the 
fame roof with the father during the whole 
time of his being under the influence of the 
Small-pox, and one flept in the fame bed with 
him. They were at the fame time again ino- 
culated from him with variolous matter, but 
ftill remained proof againft all contagion. 
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On account of the difficulty of communi- 
cating the vaccine infection, which frequently 
requires to be inferted, as 1 faid above, more 
than once, it is much to be wiffied that the 
practice were to be confined to profi-ffional 
men only. Such as have other avocations and 
employments, which require their particular 
attention, cannot poffibly give up fo much of 
their time, as feems to be required, to this 
very important bufinefs. Some, to my know- 
ledge, in different parts of the kingdom, have 
received the variolous infection, after having 
been ineffectually inoculated with the Cow- 
pox, and not feen a fecond time by thofe who 
inoculated them. Whereas the medical practi- 
tioner, who has no other employment, would 
in the courfe of his rounds, call upon fuch, 
to infpect their arms, and examine th~ pro- 
grefs of the diforder, and again repeat the 
inoculation, if neceffary. 

I am like wife well aware, that there are 
many refpetftable medical names affixed to 
cafes, wherein it feemed to appear, that indi- 
viduals had received the variolous contagion, 
after having had the vaccine diforder. That 
they had undergone the fpurious fort, I grant; 
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as it is well known to be no fafe -guard againft 
the former complaint. 

Being well convinced that every liberal 
mind will be ready to acknowledge an error 
they may have fallen into, from not having 
been aware at the time of publishing their 
opinions, that there were a genuine and a 
fpurious fort, I cannot recommend to them a 
better example for their imitation, than that of 
our great and candid Sydenham ; who having 
by experience found, that he had difcovered 
a better method of treating the gout, with 
which he himfelf was much afflicted, than the 
one he had formerly practifed, retracts his firfr. 
opinion, in the following remarkable words 
from Virgil : — 

Nee fi miferum fortuna (mortem 



Finxit, vanum etiam mendacemque improba fingrt. 

It is unneceflary for me to fay any more on 
this truly interefting fubject. I leave the im- 
partial reader to his natural reflections ; but I 
think, in confequence of the above premifes, I 
may venture to fay, that he will now be of opi- 
nion that the genuine Cow-pox is mild in its 
effects, congenial with every fituation and em- 
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ployment of life, totally void of contagion,, 
and a certain prefervative again!!: the baneful 
influence of the Small-pox. That no confti- 
tutional or family complaint can interfere with 
its effects, or prevent its adoption. 

To conclude j though the public have cer- 
tainly great obligations to many diflinguifhed 
modern practitioners, for having, by the cool 
regimen and prefent mode of treatment, con- 
fiderably abated the natural virulence of the 
Small-pox, to you alone we are certainly in- 
debted for its complete annihilation. 

I remain, dear Sir, 

With true regard, 
Your very obedient humble fervant, 

WILLIAM FERMOR. 



TUSMORE, 



May the 27 th, 1800. «5*>»? 
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